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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-15, 26-28, 33-45, 50, 53, 59-66, 71-82, 84-93, 95, 98-109, 111 and 112 are 
remain pending for examination. 
Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 3/30/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1 , 37, 59, 82, 89 and 1 09, Applicant argues Wicks fails to 
disclose "a mobile apparatus" that includes a display surface, a keypad, logic for 
triggering an event in response to a selection of an associated key and a processor for 
executing the logic" Applicant states that Wicks base station provides information to the 
user... in other words, the processing of the selection in the interface in Wicks is being 
performed at the base station 

Examiner respectfully disagrees, in response, Wicks specifically discloses 
wherein the rule specifies how information is to be routed conditioned upon the sender 
of the information, therefore it is understood depressing the key on the keypad 
corresponding to the bin number and position. Bins are filled with icons that indicate a 
voice-mail, e-mail, fax or other message has been received for the user. Selection of a 
bin brings the user to successive screen displays and options for accessing the 
messages so the selections execute an action/event (i.e. logic for triggering an event in 
response to an associated key) wherein 9 bins are arranged on the display screen in 
the format of the keys labeled 0-9 on a twelve key keypad (Col. 2 lines 48-59). It is 
understood that a mobile handset has a CPU/processor/microprocessor being that the 
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apparatus is mobile and communicates with the display. Wicks discloses a processor 
remote from the handset telephone but the processor Wicks is referring to is a 
processor to display the executed events. However Wicks discloses a mobile 
telephone (120, Fig. 1) wherein the keypad selections has to be sent from the phone to 
the display (108, Fig. 1) therefore it is implied/inherent the display has a 
processor/CPU/microprocessor and the mobile telephone has a 
processor/CPU/microprocessor being the mobile phone includes a keypad which 
communicates with a display which are separate apparatuses. A mobile phone with a 
keypad would not function without a processor to send key selection/events to the 
display (Abstract, 120, Fig. 1) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-15,19, 20, 26-28, 33-35, 37-38, 40-45, 50, 53, 59-60, 62-66, 67, 71-82, 84, 86, 

87, 89-93, 95, 98-109, and 111 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 

anticipated by Wicks et al (US Patent No. 5,796,394) (Wicks hereinafter). 

With respect to claim 1 , 
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• Wicks provides teachings of a mobile telephone apparatus (i.e. electronic 
apparatus), said mobile telephone apparatus (i.e. electronic apparatus) 
comprising (mobile telephone, Wicks Claim 1) 

• a display surface for displaying information in a visually partitioned manner, said 
visually partitioned information being presented on said display in at least two 
regions; (300 Fig. 4 Drawing) a keypad containing keys, each of said keys 
corresponding to at most a single region of said display wherein each region is 
associated with at least one of the keys in the keypad (twelve key keypad, Wicks 
Claim 4, Claim 5), and represents a choice of an option that may be selected by 
selecting the associated key (i.e. pressed key) logic for triggering an event in 
response to a selection of the associated key; and a processor for executing 
the logic for triggering the event ("determining with the processor, the image 
from the plurality of images that correspond to the pressed key", Wicks Claim 13) 
said event triggered by the selection of the associated key ("accepting from the 
keypad a signal indicating a key was pressed", Claim 13). Wicks discloses a rule 
for processing received information for the first user (Claim 7) wherein wherein 
the rule specifies how information is to be routed conditioned upon the sender of 
the information. Furthermore, it is understood depressing the key on the keypad 
corresponding to the bin number and position. Bins are filled with icons that 
indicate a voice-mail, e-mail, fax or other message has been received for the 
user. Selection of a bin brings the user to successive screen displays and options 
for accessing the messages so the selections execute an action/event (i.e. 
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trigger an event in response to an associated key) wherein 9 bins are arranged 
on the display screen in the format of the keys labeled 0-9 on a twelve key 
keypad (Col. 2 lines 48-59). 

Claims 37, 59, 82, 86, and 109 are similar in scope to claim 1 and are therefore 

rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 2, 

• Wicks shows that a display (Fig. 4 Drawing) is organized in a configuration (i.e. 
arrangement) that corresponds to a configuration of the keys on the keypad 
("displaying user areas and numerals on the display screen in an arrangement 
that corresponds with the keys on the keypad", Wicks Claim 5) 

Claim 53, 63 and 90 are similar in scope to claim 2 and are therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 3, 

• Wicks shows that each region (i.e. bin) is associated with a service option for a 
service (Col. 7 lines 21-34) and selecting the selected key (i.e. pressing a key) 
results in a request for the service (Col. 5 lines 41-47) Note: a service can 
retrieve voice messages over the handheld device, can have electronic mail and 
faxes delivered to the user's computer, can have a fax printed out, can copy the 
information to other users, can place the information in a "low priority" stack, or 
perform other functions. 

With respect to claim 4, 



Application/Control Number: 10/802,131 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2174 

• Wicks shows that each region contains a graphical element (i.e. bins) that 
visually represents a choice (Fig. 4 Drawing, Col. 7 lines 21-26). 

• Wicks shows that the regions contain text (1 David, Drawing Fig 4) 

Claim 5, 6, 64, 65, 66, 91 , 92, 93 are similar in scope to claim 5 therefore the claims are 
rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 7 

• Wicks shows that new information (Fig. 5 Drawing) associated with the selected 
key on the keypad is displayed following said triggering of an event (Col. 8 lines 
37-43). 

Claim 72 and 99 are similar in scope to claim 7 and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

With respect to claim 8 

• Wicks shows that new information (Fig. 5 Drawing) that is displayed on the 
display is visually partitioned into regions (buttons 322,326 Fig. 5 Drawing) that 
are each associated with respective ones of the keys on the keypad (Col 5 lines 
5-10) 

Claim 73 and 100 are similar in scope to claim 8 and are therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 9 

• Wicks shows that information is displayed on said display displays in at least five 
regions (322, 326 Fig 5 Drawing) Note: Wicks shows 6 regions (i.e. Buttons 1, 2, 
3, *, 0, #) 
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Claim 74 and 101 are similar in scope to claim 9 therefore the claims are rejected under 

similar rationale. 

With respect to claim 10 

• Wicks shows that information is displayed on said display displays in nine 
regions associated with respective keys numbered one through nine (Col. 8 lines 
53-57, Fig. 4, 5 Drawing). Note: that in Box Window overlays the previous bin 
display of Fig 4 wherein Fig. 4 displays nine regions with keys numbered one 
through nine. 

Claim 40, 41 , 75, 80, and 1 02 are similar in scope to claim 1 0 and the claims are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 1 1 

• Wicks discloses a mobile telephone apparatus wherein each of the regions 
contains a border for visually delimiting the regions (Fig. 4 Drawing). Note: The 
borders are the oval containers that separate one bin (i.e. region) from the next 
bin (i.e. region). 

Claim 76 and 103 are similar in scope to claim 1 1 and the claims are rejected under 

similar rationale. 

With respect to claim 12, 

• Wicks shows where regions occupy substantially all of the display (300/Fig 4 
Drawing) 

Claim 77 and 104 are similar in scope to claim 12 and the claims are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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With respect to claim 13 

• Wicks shows each region is associated exclusively with a single one of the keys 
of a keypad (one image/region is displayed per key/region Wicks Claim 27) 

Claim 78 and 105 are similar in scope to claim 13 and the claims are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 14 

• Wicks shows a keypad is a virtual keypad (Col 3 lines 60-65) 

Claim 15, 42-45, 50, and 79 are similar in scope to claim 14 therefore the claims are 
rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 26 

• Wicks shows an arrangement of said keys in a grid pattern, said grid pattern 
including at least four rows of at least 3 keys each and at least three columns 
(120 Fig. 1 Drawing). 

With respect to claim 27 

• Wicks shows a grid pattern includes keys bearing the numbers 1 , 2 and 3 on 
separate consecutive keys from left to right in a first row, keys bearing the 
numbers 4, 5 and 6 on separate consecutive keys from left to right in a second 
row appearing below said first row, keys bearing the numbers 7, 8 and 9 on 
separate consecutive keys from left to right in a third row appearing below said 
second row, and a key bearing the number 0 appearing on a fourth row of keys 
on the center key, said fourth row appearing below said third row ("a standard 
twelve key telephone keypad" Wicks Claim 5, Col. 7 lines 59-62, Fig. 4 Drawing) 
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Note: Wicks discloses where the correspondence between the keypad and the 
bins is reinforced by having the bins with the same labeling on the bins as on the 
keypad keys (Fig. 4 Drawing) arranged in the same layout as the keypad). 

Claim 28 is similar in scope to claim 27 and is therefore rejected under similar 

rationale. 

With respect to claim 33, 

• Wicks shows that a keypad consist of two keys (a standard twelve key telephone 
keypad Wicks Claim 5) 

Claim 34 is similar in scope to claim 33 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 35, 

• Wicks shows regions are separate icons (i.e. bins 1-9) appearing on said display 
surface (300 Fig 4 Drawing). 

Claim 38, 60, 84, 87, and 111 are similar in scope to claim 35 and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 62 

• Wicks discloses an electronic apparatus is a mobile phone (mobile telephone 
handset, Wicks Claim 1) 

Claim 89 is similar in scope to claim 49 and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

With respect to claim 68, 

• Wicks discloses an electronic apparatus is a PDA, (Col 3 lines 60-65). 
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Claims 81 , 95, and 106-109 are similar in scope to claim 68 and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 71 , 

• Wicks discloses an electronic apparatus is an Internet appliance (PIC, PC Col. 3 
lines 55 and 56). 

Claim 98 is similar in scope to claim 71 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 36, 61, 85, 88, and 1 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wicks et al (US Patent No. 5,796,394) (Wicks hereinafter) in view of Scott (US Patent No. 
5,543,818) (Scott hereinafter). 

With respect to claim 36, in addition to claim 1, Wicks discloses a screen display, which 
have bins (i.e. regions) and selection boxes when selecting a bin (i.e. region) but fails to 
explicitly show a color difference or shade difference between regions on the portable 
electronic device and mobile telephone apparatus. However Scott discloses a cursor 
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used to highlight (i.e. shading differences) quads (i.e. regions), (Col. 4 lines 4-41 ) and 
make visual selections (39,1 1 Fig. 2 Drawing). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
provide highlighted menu selections as taught by Scott with regions in a screen display 
of Wicks so users can efficiently make selections on a screen display. 
Claims 61 , 85, 88, and 1 1 2 are similar in scope and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRANDON PARKER whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1302. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 730- 5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dennis Chow can be reached on 571-272-7767. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Brandon Parker 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2174 

/Joshua D Campbell/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2178 



